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T O the public at large, and eſpecially 

to the inhabitants of Birmingham, 
the following diſcourſe is reſpectfully of- 
fered from the preſs. Its publication was 
firſt ſuggeſted by the requeſt of many be- 
fore whom it has been lately delivered from 
the pulpit. The ſubject, it is true, has 
been fully treated by much abler advocates; 
but it is preſumed that local publications 
have at leaſt a local advantage, as the means 
of information within a given limit, in pre- 
ference to works of much greater merit 
from a diſtant quarter. In this light only, 
the author has been reconciled to the public 
appearance of his ſermon; the poſſibility 


of rendering any ſervice, however limited, to 


the great CONSTITUTIONAL CAUSE, which 
the ſubject involves, as it is the beſt * 
logy, ſo is it the chief motive, for the pre 
ſent publication. In aid of that apdlogy 
it is added, that if any little profits ſhould 
ariſe from the ſale of this diſcourſe, the 
mite ſo obtained will be gladly offered to 


any fund of public charity m Birmingham, 


which may deem it acceptable. 
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TITUS, chap. iii. verſes 1, 2. 


PUT THEM IN MIND TO BE SUBJECT TO PRINCIPALI- 
TIES AND POWERS, TO OBEY MAGISTRATES, TO BE 
READY TO EVERY GOOD WORK ; 


' TO SPEAK EVIL OF NO MAN, TO BE NO BRAWLERS, 
BUT GENTLE, SHEWING ALL MEEKNESS TO ALL 
MEN. 


** text might induce me to conſider, 

generally, the duties of mankind in a 
ſtate of ſociety. But I merely offer it at this 
time as a proper introduction of my ſenti- 
ments upon a particular infraction of thoſe du- 
ties, in the inſtance of certain diſſatisfied 
members of our public body. 


The inſtance alluded to has lately, it is 
true, been canvaſſed* in this place with ſupe- 
rior ability, and therefore I ſhould rather have 
declined ſo unpleaſant a ſubject (eſpecially 
as it ſeems, in ſome lights, not immediately 
placed within the beſt province of the pulpit) 
if the pointed language of invective, and the 
dark inſinuations of flander, did not appear 
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* By the Rev. Dr. Croft, in a ſermon ſince publiſhed : and by the 
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1 


to require an expreſs refutation, from every miniſ- 
ter of the Eſtabliſhed Church. The Diſſent- 
ers, it ſeems, have repreſented many of our or- 
der as being ſecretly their friends upon that extra- 
vagant ſubject which is now obtruded, for the 
third time, on the notice of our preſent parlia- 
ment, alledging the particular violence which 
conſcientious miniſters muſt experience from 
the operation of the teſt laws. 


Without further preface, then, I offer you 
thus publickly, the following (imperfect) ob- 
ſervations on that ſubjeR, as a mode of declar- 
ing the ſettled principles and conviction of 
my heart, as I hope for mercy from the God 
of truth. 


The indiſpenſible neceſſity of ſome national 
church (A) in every civilized ſtate, is ſo clear in 
itſelf, and ſo capable of abundant proof, that it 
may rather be affirmed as an axiom, than 
offered as a propoſition, And the arguments 
which aſſert an inſeparable union of our civil 
and religious intereſts (whatever theoretical 
diſtinctions may be made between civil actions 
and religious opinions) have been generally 


allowed to be ſatisfactory and concluſive, al- 
though the Proteſtant Diſſenters have under- 
taken to maintain a contrary doctrine, to pal- 
liate their conduct on the ſubje& of " teſt 

aus. 


1 


laws. They have received an ample refuta- 
tion on this head (B) from many diſtinguiſhed 
writers. But an unprejudiced man, I ſhould 
conceive, would ſatisfy himfelf at once by an- 
ſwering this ſingle queſtion : What civilized 
ſtate was ever known permanent and flouriſh- 
ing, unconnected with fome ſyſtem of religi- 
ous tenets? Every ſtate then and its national 
church, have a mutual connection and a reci- 
procal intereſt. 


Now it is ſelf-evident that this national 
church cannot ſubſiſt in ſecurity, or diſcharge 
its engagements in the contract formed be- 
tween church and ſtate for their mutual ſup- 
port and proſperity, if the ſtate ſhould equally 
encourage and promote other ſyſtems of religion 
eſſentially repugnant to the tenets of that na- 
tional church. This then is exactly the caſe in 


this country, between the ſtate, the Church of 


England, and the Non-conformiſts. 'The queſ- 


tion therefore is, Should the preſent church 


eſtabliſhment retain a tried ſecurity, or ſhould 
it be made [able to a gradual ſubverfion; ſince it 
is undeniably evident that either the epiſcopal 
or ſome ſectary-eſtabliſhment muſt be upper- 
moſt in power? From the very nature of all things 
human, a perpetual rivalſhip and a juſt jealouſy 
wilt unavoidably prevail between parties of 
diſcordant ſentiments yet of equal power: and 
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conſequently whenever any ſea of Diſſenters 
ſhall; be admitted to that equal power, the 
Eſtabliſned Church muſt become endangered. 
This reaſoning by no means militates againſt 
the moſt ample toleration (C) towards all ſects 
whatever, for the peaceable exerciſe of their 
own worſhip. It admits the fulleſt liberty of 
conſcience and opinion ; but it. excludes at diſ- 
cretion, all ſectaries whatever, from Offices of 
truſt and power, in the civil or religious depart- 
ments of the exiſting eſtabliſhment. 


It is further to be conſidered, that the Preſ- 
byterian principles are unqueſtionably repub- 
lican. Can the ſtate receive, then, a ſecurity 
from them equal to the ſafety which it enjoys 
from the principles of the Church of England, 
in the important particulars of allegiance to 
the King, and of attachment to that regal pre- 
Togative which is an eſential branch of the con- 
ſtitution ? Have not theſe abettors of a repub- 
lican ſyſtem been already tried upon this point 
to the great ſorrow and diſtreſs of the nation; 
and are they now to be re-admitted into power, 
in competition with that church, whoſe mem- 
bers are the firm and exemplary friends of the 
preſent conſtitution in all its branches; invio- 
lably attached to that limited monarchy which 
forms the happineſs of king and people; in 
competition with that church whoſe principles 
5 | enſure 
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enſure, in the true ſpirit of its divine founder, 
the moſt liberal and extenſive charity, even 
to its declared enemies: not ſeeking or wiſh- 
ing to abuſe its powers, even in this moment 
of turbulent diſſention; but patiently trying to 
recall the affailants to a more peaceable line 
of conduct, and to the contented exerciſe of 
every requiſite or reaſonable liberty? Nay, 
inſtead of being violent, reſentful or impa- 
tient, inſtead of being defirous to retaliate 
upon thoſe aſſailants with ſeverity or with any 
unneceſſary reſtraints, are we not too juſtly 
upbraided with a paſhve and ſupine conduct, 
not ſeldom accuſed of having deſerted our 
truſt, and branded with the charge of luke- 
warm, negligent and puſillanimous behaviour 
in a cauſe of the moſt intereſting and ſacred 
nature? 


It has been well obſerved that the Engliſh 
papiſt might almoſt as reaſonably contend for 
power in the ſtate as our preſent opponents: 
and indeed (as things are now circumſtanced) 


there is little or no difference in the degree o 


danger which the prevalence of either of theſe 
parties muſt occaſion to the Church of Eng- 


land. To juſtify this aſſertion, it is neceſſary 


to remark, that the principles of the Socinian 
doctrine in this place are evidently gaining 


ground among the Preſbyterians, and certainly 


thoſe 
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thoſe principles are not more conſiſtent with 
the doctrine of the Eſtabliſhed Church, and no 
leſs dangerous to the ſtate, than any of the 
tenets of popery. 


So again, it is obſervable, that the Preſby- 
terians may already ſhew a precedent in the 
conduct of their anceſtors, for uniting their cauſe 
with that of the Roman Catholics: a ſtrong 
preſumption this, that the preſent century 
might alſo be diſtinguiſhed by a ſimilar union 

(J do not ſay with what cordiality or conſiſt- 
ency of conduct) if they fortunately could 
find the Papiſts as numerous or zealous 25 
themſelves. Indeed, reaſon is already given 
us to expect, that if the Diffenters ſhould be 
fucceſsful, the Roman Catholics will ſoon imi- 
jate their conduct. (D) 


Be this as it may, 1t were abfurd to ſuppoſe 
that the Diffenters, if in power, would not 
with to effect the ſubverſion of our preſent 
eſtabliſhment: and we certainly have no ade- 
quate barrier againſt their admiſhon to that 
power but the very objects of their preſent 
attack. How far they may be credited when 
they difclaim all wiſhes for emolument or pre- 
tentions to power in the church; how far 
they would ſhew themſelves ſuperior to thoſe 
motives which are apt to influence the reſt of 
mankind ; how far ſelf-denial, moderation and 
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humility, may conſtitute the diſtinguiſhing 
characteriſtics of their ſect, will perhaps deſerve 
ſome little conſideration, before they ſhall re- 
ceive an excluſive credit for theſe virtues. 


At all events, their clamorous and, I muſt 
ſay, violent proceedings, their reſtleſs remon- 


ſtrances againſt the deliberate and repeated 
deciſions of the legiſlature, demanding a conceſ- 
fron of their juſt rights (as they are pleaſed to 
ſay) the paſhonate language of their public 
advertiſements, their mode of addreſſing, and 
their attempts to influence every member of 
* the houſe of commons, and every peer of the 
realm, are but ill ſpecimens of that temper 
and of thoſe principles which alone could Juf- 
tify (if any thing could juſtify) our opening 
the conſtitution to their interference, and 
eventually truſting to their moderation, Did 
no other argument exiſt againſt the repeal of 
the teſt laws, their own conduct and the lan- 
guage which ſome of their leaders do not 
ſcruple to uſe (E) (though others ſeem to think 
that language premature, and impolitic) would 
furniſh an unanſwerable argument againſt 
them at the preſent ſs as it has uniformly 
done in time paſt! 


They folemnly diſavow, as I have already 
obſerved, all motives of ambition and every 


intereſted view. What then do they want? 
Have 
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Have they ,not the fulleſt toleration in the 
exerciſe of their own mode of worſhip? Have 
they not the fulleſt liberty of conſcience and 
opinion? ' Do they not frequent their places of 
worſhip as ſecure from moleſtation as our- 
ſelves; and are they not as much protected 
by the laws? Moſt certainly they are, and 
moſt certainly they ought to be! 


It is needleſs, however, to vindicate the 
church from the charge of intolerant or perſe- 
cuting principles, when the Diſſenters them- 
ſelves are a perpetual and moſt expreſs proof 
of our contrary conduct, as they are un- 
der no ſingle diſability which can poſſibly be 
avoided conſiſtently with our own ſecurity : that is, 
they are ſimply excluded from otfices of civil 
or eccleſiaſtical power, becauſe their poſſeſſion 
of thofe olttices has been proved incompatible 


with the welfare of the Eſtabliſhed Church, 


and with the ſafety of the civil government, 


But is this intolerance? Is this perſecution ? ? 
to grant every thing which can poſſibly be 
requiſite for their full enjoyment of civil and 


religious liberty, and only to with-hold from 


them the means of injuring the preſent eſtabliſh- 
ment? They ſpeak of hardſhips and of pu- 
nilhments, but they hold a moſt ungrateful 
language: where is the hardſhip or the pu- 


niſhment which they ſufter ? Where is the 


Proper 
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proper meaning of thoſe violent expreſſions? 
They are ſubje& to reſtraint indeed in the in- 
ſtance of actual power, but a neceſſary reſtraint 
in that reſpect, is, in candour and common 
ſenſe, very far diſtant from puniſhment or 
hardſhip, eſpecially when the cauſe, of that re- 
ſtraint originates in themſelves. I by no means 
intend an indifcriminate cenſure againſt a 
body of men where many moſt reſpectable in- 
dividuals may be found, and it gives me the 
higheſt ſatisfaction to declare that the language 
of which I thus complain is by no means 
univerſally adopted: maay well-diſpoſed and 
ingenuous members of that body have been 
known to allow that they enjoy an ample tolera- 
tion; (F) that they have good reaſon to be ſatis- 
fied with the liberality of government, and 
with the equitable conduct of the Church of 
England. What are we to think then of the 
views and complaints of their more violent 
brethren ? Is there no reaſon to diſtruſt their 
aſſurances though they reprobate in ſo de- 
* cided a tone' the imputation of intereſted 
wiſhes, poſitively diſclaiming all © latent ambi- 
tion,” all © aſpiring hopes' of eccleſiaſtica! ho- 
nour and emoluments? Is there no reaſon to re- 
ceive with ſuſpicion their declarations of * re- 
verence to the government” and of loyalty to 
the king' (however ſpeciouſly and pompouſly- 
announced) when the amount of that reverence. 
has been exactly aſcertained by a woeful ex- 
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perience of republican tyranny, and the ex- 
tent of that loyalty has been exactly deli- 
neated with the blood of a king. 


But the Diſſenters charge us with a proſtitu- 
tion of religion to intereſted and ſecular views 
in the inſtance of the ſacramental teſt. Surely 
they require ſome further acquaintance with 
the ſcriptures, if they yet have to learn that 
leſſon which their anceſtors would have done 
well to regard, that religion is a friend to ci- 
vil government; that the ſcriptures repeat- 
edly inculcate a dutiful ſubmiſſion to magi- 
ſtrates and rulers, and that conſequently, the 
ſecurity of our governors and the acknowledg- 
ment of their authority cannot fail to be im- 
mediate objects of religious care. It will be 
ſufficient to ſelect the few following er 
from ſcripture. 


The apoſtle to the Romans faith, © Let eve- 
ry ſoul be ſubje& unto the higher powers: 
for there is no power but of God: the pow- 
ers that be are ordained of God. Whoſoe- 
ver therefore reſiſteth the power, reſiſteth 
the ordinance of God: and they that reſiſt 
{hall receive to themſelves damnation. For 
* rulers are not a terror to good works, but to 
the evil, wilt thou then not be afraid of the 
power? Do that which is good, and thou 
thakt 


* 
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© ſhalt have praiſe of the fame. For he is the 
* miniſter of God to thee for good : but if 
thou do that which is evil, be afraid; for 
© he beareth not the ſword in vain : for he is 
the miniſter of God, a revenger to execute 
* wrath upon him that doeth evil.“ 


* Wherefore ye muſt needs be ſubject not 
only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience fake. 
For, for this cauſe pay ye tribute alſo, for 
they are God's miniſters, attending continu- 
* ally upon this very thing. Render therefore 
to all their dues : tribute to whom tribute is 
due: cuſtom to whom cuſtom: fear to 
* whom fear: honour to whom honour,” Ro- 
mans, chap. Xiu. 


So likewiſe an authority which we hold to 
be ſuperior to that of man, hath expreffly com- 
manded us (according to three of our evange- 
liſts) to render unto Cæſar the things 
which are Cæſar's, and unto God the things 
* which are God's.“ St. Matthew, xxii. -21.-- 


St. Mark xii. 17.—8St. Luke xx. 25. 


Submit yourſelves (ſaith St. Peter) to 

* every ordinance of man for the Lord's fake, 
* whether it be to the King as ſupreme, or 
* unto them that are ſent by him for the 
+ puniſhment of evil doers, and for the praiſe 
of 
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* of them that do well.” St. Peter 1ſt. * 
tle, ii. 13, 14. 


As free, and not uſing your liberty as 
* a cloke of maliciouſneſs, but as the ſer- 
* vants of God.“ Ibid, verſe 16th. 


« My ſon, (faith Solomon,) fear thou the 
© Lord and the King, and meddle not with 
* them that are given to change.” Proverbs 
XXIV, 21. 


I would finally remind you of the paſſage 
from St. Paul to Titus which conſtitutes my 
text: Put them in mind to be ſubject to 
* principalities and powers, to obey magt- 
* ftrates, to be ready to every good work, 
to ſpeak evil of no man, to be no brawl- 
ers, but gentle, ſhewing all meekneſs to 
* all men. 


What now do the teſt laws require? To 
obey the civil powers is a precept of reli- 
gion. Is it not then an actual compliance 
with that precept, not a © profanation of reli- 
gion', to certify our obedience by a religious 
aa? The propriety of this meaſure could 
hardly be deemed liable to juſt objection. 
if it were enjoined by every ſtate in reſpe& 
to every individual living under its laws + 

but 
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but, when that individual is called and ad- 

mitted into civil or religious offices, (G) and 
conſequently- entruſted with a ſhare of that 

government which depends upon the due and 
faithful diſcharge of thoſe offices, can it be | 
unreaſonable, can it he irreligious, to require 
an expreſs promiſe of his fidelity, a direct 
proof of his attachment to the conſtitution of 
his country, both in church and ſtate, through 
the medium of a religious appeal? In every 
ſtate the allegiance of a ſubje& entruſted with 
power muſt be an object of high conſequence, | 
nor can any pledge of that allegiance be too | 
ſacred, or too ſolemn: The legiſlature endea- | 
vours therefore to provide (H) for the ſecurity of 9 
that ſtate by thoſe means which ought to be 4 
efleflual with every man, as the ſtrongeſt and moſt | | 
awful which can poſſibly be uſed ; after which 
the conduct of that ſubject muſt reſt with his 
own conſcience. To urge againſt laws the vi- 
olation of thoſe laws is erroneous and unjuſt : 
To argue therefore fromi the occaſional abuſe 
of the ſacramental teſt, is to deny the expedi- 
ency of a legal oath becauſe perjury is a fin. 


Let us now conſider, in concluſion, ſome 
few of thoſe grievances which ate ſo loudly exe- 
crated by the Preſbyterian and Socinian writers, 
when they deſcend to the particulars of their 


ſituation: The deprivation of natural and un- 
B alienable 
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alienable rights (which is their firſt grievance) 
is in truth a heavy charge againſt the govern- 
ment in this boaſted land of liberty: but a 
moment's conſideration will thew us the falla- 
cy of their argument in this inſtance, and the 
injuſtice of that charge. It has indeed a cap- 
tivating effect upon us to be told of equal li- 
berty and of the natural rights of mankind: 
but the beſt and trueſt poſitions, may be miſ- 
applied and perverted: perhaps in no inſtance 
more fatally than in the preſent. Beſides, it 
is obfervable, that the doctrine of our equal con- 
dition is particularly pleaſing to thoſe minds 
which are leaſt capable of judging of its truth, 
propriety, and extent. It wins them with an influ- 
ence imperceptible indeed, but ſtrong, natural 
and laſting! I need not expatiate, however, 
upon thoſe ſcenes of confuſion and univerſal 
diſtreſs, which would immediately reſult from 
a practical illuſtration of this plauſible theory! 


Nor can I be induced to think that even the 
abettors of this popular argument for our na- 
tural and equal rights can ſeriouſly intend, for 
their own ſakes, what their aſſertions inculcate, 
and what their principles would eſtabliſh. 
Where are we to ſtop then, in this levelling 
idea? Where are we to draw the line? And 
indeed, granting the full force of theoretical 
politions in favour of thoſe natural rights, yet, 

| living 
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living as we do in a ſtate of civilized ſociety, 
every good citizen will readily admit the neceſ- 
ſity of reſtraining thoſe rights for the regulation, 
the welfare, and the happineſs of the commu- 


nity: nor can I conceive a more neceſſary or 
juſt reſtriction than that which enables the 
eſtabliſhed government to diſtribute its offices; 
its honours and emoluments, in favour of thoſe 
only whoſe principles conform to the eſtabliſhed 
religion. (I) This, at leaſt I may aihrm, That 
they who can deny the expediency and equity 
of ſuch a limitation are by no means the fitteſt 
objects for 2n exception to this rule. 


The penal ſtatute of King William againſt 
blaſphemy is a ſecond grievance. Now the 
doctrine of the trinity, we know, is a moſt ſa- 
cred and fundamental article of the national 
creed. This the diſſenters think proper to 
reject, and they are at liberty to reject it. But 
they go {till further, they infult us with the 
charge of idolatry on account of this doctrine, 
they are at liberty to do this alſo, through the 
mildneſs of our principles; though perhaps 
they cannot have a right to do it upon any 
principle whatever. It is a circumſtance well 
known, that in their ordinary diſcourſe and in 
their frequent publications, they abuſe this 
liberty without ſcruple and without moleſta- 
tion. Their conventicles are duly protected 
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by the laws; and their paſtors are permitted 
to diſſeminate their doctriues with the utmoſt 
aſſiduity and zeal! Then ſurely the profeſſed 
candour of theſe ſectaries, inſtead of magnify- 
ing an imaginary grievance, inſtead of ſeeking 
to inflame the public mind with abſufd appre- 
henſions of a dormant ſtatute, ought rather to 
approve itſelf by acknowledging the lenity of 
ſuch ample toleration! 


On the ſubject of this and every other penal 
! ſtatute which the act of toleration may have 
It left unrepealed, it will be ſufficient to offer 
theſe additional remarks. 'The application of 
penal laws in general, to matters of religion 
ſhall be readily condemned; nevertheleſs I 
argue that the total removal of an effectual ſyſtem 
Ul! of defence againſt the innovations of ſectaries 
1 | (and ſuch the teſt and corporation acts in 
particular have been proved by long experi- 
| ence to be) for the purpoſe of a ſingle alte- 
ration in the ſtrufure of one part would be at 


| | all times an unwiſe and unſaſe meaſure; but 
j eſpecially in the moment of a general attack 
i| upon that ſyſtem : perſectly convinced as we 
| | likewiſe are, that the enlightened ſtate of ſoci- 
| ety muſt for ever form an ample ſecurity for 


N ſeparatiſts of every denomination, that no ac- 
4 a tual ſeverity can poſſibly be enforced againſt 
| them. Ought they not, therefore, to reſt ſa- 
| tisfied and thankful? Is it not enough, even in 
| he 


* I 


the inſtance of that exaggerated grievance, the 
ſtatute of King William, that the Diſſenters 
may exerciſe their raillery, their eloquence, 
their learning, by night and day, in private 
and in public, without reaſonable fears of any 
kind, except thoſe which conſcieace ſhould oc- 


caſion? Is it not enough that they can act 
unmoleſted in this manner in degradation of 


a doctrine which we ſolemnly. receive as a 
moſt | ſacred and eſſential truth? Will nothing 
ſuffice to evince our moderation but a proof 
of our apoſtacy ? Can we only be tolerant by 
becoming - blaſphemious? Let them name a 
modern inſtance of the miſapplication of this 
ſtatute, and the motives of this outcry wall 
appear leſs ſuſpicious.” In a word, I will admit 
that a rigorous execution of it would cer- 
tainly be intolerance, but a deliberate repeal 
of it would as certainly operate as a virtual ſanc- 
tion for that conduct which it was enacted 
to reſtrain ! 


The laſt pretended grievance which I ſhall 
at preſent notice, (and perhaps it is the chief of 
their grievances) is the payment of tythes and 
fees to the miniſters of the Church of Eng- 
land; that is, the Diſſenters complain that the 
proviſion which is appropriated to the ſupport 
of thoſe miniſters who diſcharge the offices 
and duties of the religion of this country, as 


B3 Nabe iſhed 
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eſtabliſhed by law, may not be reduced and with- 


drawn at the caprice of ſectaries, for the ſup- 
port of non-conformuſts. 


The mere ſtatement of this grievance is its 
beſt anſwer: but when we conſider, further, 
the avowed object of this modeſt complaint, we 
certainly cannot deem it a concluſive proof of 
that diſentereſted ſpirit, which is profeſſed by the 
Diſſenters in diſclaiming all wiſhes for the emo- 
luments of the Church. Beſides, it is obſervable 
that no individuals can be juſtified in pleading 
their particular opinions and objections againſt 
the operation of a general Jaw, enacted to de- 
fray any public expenditure, which the ſtate 
may incur, for national ſervices of any kind. 
Be the purpoſe civil or religious, which a pub- 
lick proviſion is appointed to ſupport, ſhall a 
citizen with-hold his legal contribution becauſe 
he diſlikes that proviſion ? This then is exact- 
ly the caſe reſpecting the maintenance of 
thoſe miniſters who are appointed to officiate 
in the national Church. 


Such are my ſentiments, and ſuch is my ſin- 
cere convifdion on the general merits of the caſe 
before us; but the curſory nature of the fore- 
going remarks will, I fear, not juſtify the 
length to which this diſcourſe has been carried. 
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The queſtion becomes now very generally 
underſtood: the public attention has been 
happily awakened ; and the public opinion be- 
gins to declare itſelf. Men obſerve the fallacy 
of that ſpecions reaſoning, and the real drift of 
thoſe falſe arguments, which are ſo artfully ſta- 
ted, and ſo induſtriouſly circulated, by the de- 
puties and agents of thoſe modern diſtricis which 
eſcaped the ingenuity of an Alfred. ; 


They condemn the improper and umeaſon- 
able claims of all encroaching ſectaries, and 
perceive the danger which our happy conſtitu- 
tion would incur, if the raſhneſs of the preſent 
age ſhould remove thoſe barriers which the 
wiſdom of a former age has erected for its de- 
fence ; and which the experience of a century 
has proved to be effectual. Happily preſerved 
through that long period, from the diſaſtrous 
and fatal convulſions of preceding times, on 
the ſubje& of religion, the nation cannot watch 
with too much jealouſy, (K) every ſtep of innovation 
upon bleſſings ſo unſpeakably important: bleſſ- 
ings, as well civil as religious, which are not 
only ineſtimable in their value, but unparal- 
lelled in their degree ! | 


May the ArmicnTty, then, diſpoſe the fa- 
voured inhabitants of this free country to know 
their 
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thetr preſent happineſs ; and tranſmit it, without 
riſque of injury, to their lateſt poſterity ! 


Aware on the one hand that liberty may 
run into licentiouſneſs ; 3 aware on the other 
hand that moderation may ſink into ſupine- 
neſs; may the good and peaceable of every deno- 
mination (whatever be their party, their poli- 
tics, their religion) unitedly diſplay a temperate 
but firm averſion from all poſſible encroachments up- 
on our preſent peace: duly impreſſed with a ſenſe 
li of this truth, that the Britiſh government, in 
0 church and ſtate already allows to all its ſubjects 
| every civil and religious liberty which can be 
conſiſtent with its own ſecurity ; or properly 
granted upon any principle of juſtice, any 
dictate of reaſon, any precept of religion! 


. So may our preſent unrivalled conſlitution in- 
flexibly reſiſt every ſpeculatrve change, every dan- 
gerous innovation; So may it continue unimpaired 
x for ages, neither betrayed by artifice, nor in- 
[| vaded by violence ; neither ſhaken by the Spirit 
j of diſſention, nor contaminated by the Demon of 


hereſy * (L) 
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(A) Were it not for that ſenſe of virtue which is principally 
preſerved as far as it is preſerved by national forms and babits of reli- 
gion, men would ſoon loſe it all, run wild, prey upon ore another, and 
do what elſe the worſt of ſavages do. - Wollaſton's religion of nature 
delineated. P. 124, 4to edition 1725. | 


(B) See particularly * Warburton's alliance, between church and 
© ſtate'; * Sherlock's arguments againſt a repeal, &c,” Rog alſo many 


eſſays or tracts of Swift upon the ſubjeQ. 


(c) Toleration, properly fo called, is the middle line between Perſe. 
cution and Eftaoliſhment, | 

There cannot be a greater proof of perfect toleration in the principles 
and practice of the Engliſh government than in the following inſtance: 
Diſſenters are indeed not eligible as magiſtrates for an obvious reaſon, 
but where they can poſſibly be employed with ſafety or utility, they are 
conſidered as eligible as other men; even to the admiſſion of them as 
members of the legiſlature. 


(D) It is proper to remark, in this place, that one of their moſt re. 
ſpectable and learned teachers has the following paſſage in a late publi- 

cation. With regard to the teſts I have nothing to ſay, When the 
©* Proteſtant Diſſenters have procured relief from them, then it will be 
our time to apply; not that in any inſtance I conceive ourſelves to be 
© leſs deſerving of notice than they are; but becauſe as long as it ſhall 
* ſeem expedient to the legiſlature, not to liſten to the claims of ſo 
© powerful, ſo wealthy, and ſo learned a body, we in filence ſhall ſub. 
mit to the hard reſtraints. I ſpeak as an individual. —The rights 
of difſenters, &c. oth the Rev. Joſeph I A laſt page of the 


rn. 

(E). See the roth reſolution of the meeting of Diſſenters at Leiceſ- 
ter; and ſee Dr. Prieſtley's letter to Mr. Pitt. 

N. B. However artfully the above reſolution may be ſtated, the de- 


clared ſentiments and deſigns of popular and diſtinguiſhed leaders form 
a juſt and neceſſary Criterion of the probable conduct of their parties. 


(F) There is great reaſon to believe that a very conſiderable number 
of the old Preſbyterians or calviniſts may be included in the preſent re- 
mark. At all events they are certainly not the movers or leaders of the 
preſent meaſures. This was the language of the genuine Calviniſts, 


who ee againſt the application to Parliament in the year 2772. 
From 
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© From the power of ſuch pretenders to ſuperior reaſon, may God and 
© the Britiſh Government, ever de end the Orthodox Diſſenters ! 


See further Biſhop Horſley's TraQts in controverſy with Dr. Prieſtley. 
Page 388, &c, laſt octavo edition, where the Biſhop fully proves, © that 
the genuine Calviniſts among our modern Diſſenters are very few.” 


(O) lc is a difcouraging circumſtance in the preſent queſtion that the 
repeal of the teſt and corporation acts, if ever it ſhould happen, would 
only be a prelude to many more clams. We ſhould aſk many things 
© more (ſays Dr. Prieſtley,) that we conceive ourſelves entitled to, and 
© which it will be no injury but an advantage to our country to grant 
© us, We are a part of the community which in return for great merit 
© have received great injury. I ſhall theretore beg leave to tell you (as 
© be preſently proceeds to fay) what it is that we do want, and what we 
fall certainly claim ſome time or other : | ſhall afterwards ſpeak to othe- 
© things which I conceive would be for the honour and advantage of this 
© country, and which we or our more enlightened poſterity will probably 
©be aiming at after all our claims as Diſſenters are granted.” See Dr. Prieſt- 
ley's letters to Mr. Pitt. Such is the manner in which Dr. Prieſtley 
provides for the honour and advantage of this country,” and ſuch are | 
ue claims which our legiſlature is required to fatisfy ! 


(H) The offer of their abilities, integrity, and learning, and all that 
may be intended by their © gaick-fighted* talents for the fervice of the 
Kate will be ſufficiently noticed by a ſhort extra ct from Swift: Their 
© zeal (ſays he) is commendable : and when employments go a beg- 
© ing for want of hands, they ſhall be fure to have the refuſal : only 
upon condition that they will not pretend to them upon maxims 
© which equally include Atheiſts, Jews, Turks, Infidets and Hereties, 
© or, which is ſtill more dangerous, even Papifts themſelves.” —Seo 


Swiſt's letter from a member of Farliameat in Ireland, &c. 


— 


(1) © Whoever writeth impartially upon this ſubject, muſt de it not 
© only as a mere ſecular man, but as one who is altogether indifferent 
* to any particular ſyſtem of chriſtianity, And I think in whatever 
© country that religion predominates. there is one certain form of wor - 
© ſhip and ceremony, which is looked upon as the eſtabliſhed ; and 

© conſequently only the Prieſts of that particular form are maintained 
© at the public charge, and all civil employments are beſtowed among 
© thofe that comply (at leaſt outwardly) with the ſame eſtabliſhment, 
This method is ſtrifly obſerved even by our neighbours the Dutch, 
© who are confeſſed to allow the fulleſt liberty to conſcience, of any 
* chriſtian ſtate: and yet are never known to admit any perſons into 
0 ry offices, who do not conform to the legal worſhip,” See Swift's 

advantages, 
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advantages propoſed by repealing the r _ ſee alſo his que. 
ries on the ſame ſubject, 


(K) The invitation which the Diſſenters have given to the Scottiſh 
nation, to cooperate with them in their application, ſeems ſcarcely 
to be dictated by a pure attachment to the conſtitution of this 
country, and as if nothing hoſtile' was ultimately intended, to 
© the religious principles of the church of England.“ Why ſhould a 
meeting of Difſenters at Leiceſter take upon them to determine what 
may be injurious to the Scattiſh nation? It cannot be with a view 
of ſtrengthening that union which has been ſo long eſtabliſhed to the 


* 


ſatisfaction and happineſs of the united kingdoms and which 1 truſt, 


ever will remain unbroken ! Surely the Difſenters betray their #na/ 
views indiſcreetly by an Invitation of ſo ſeditious a tendency ! I have 
been unwilling to charge their conduct, with ſo harſh a conſtruQion, 
and I would tilt hope that very few of them are intentionally ſeditious, 
but what favourable inference can be drawn from the alarm which 
their leaders are ſounding through every part of Great Britan, about 
© their common cauſe ;* how are we to underſtand their voluntary con- 
tributions for the * national-meeting and for other public uſes,” 


(L) The Author having only adverted, in this limited manner, to 
the principal arguments which are framed by the Diſſenters and to the 
principal grievances of which they complain, is induced to recommend 
to his readers the books already mentioned in theſe notes, and ſome 
late Pamphlets which have been publiſbed on the ſubject, particularly 
from the Olarendon preſs in Oxford, 


— 


Copy from the Birmingham Gazette of Jan. 18, 1790. 


PROTESTAN T DISSENTERS. 


IT a meeting of the depnties of proteſtant 
diſſenters of the three , denominations 
within the midland diſtrict, comprehending 
the following counties, viz. Derby, Notting- 
ham, Lincoln, Warwick, Worceſter, Salop, 
and Stafford, held at Leiceſter, on Wedneſ- 
day, the 12th of January, 1790, in concert 


with the aſſociated counties of Leiceſter and 
Rutland. 


SAMUEL SHORE, Eſq: in the chair. 


The Rev. Mr. Parſons was received as de- 
puty from the committee, of Yorkſhire, when 
it was reſolved, with only one difſenting v voice. 
in one reſolution. 


I. That it is not the province of the civil 
magiſtrate to direct or to interfere with the 
religious opinions, or practices of any mem- 
bers of the ſtate, provided their conduct be 
not injurious to others, | 


II. That all the ſubjeas of the ate, con- 
ducting themſelves in an equally peaceable 
manner, are equally entitled, not only to pro- 
tection in the poſſeſſion of their civil rights, 
but alſo to any civil honours, or emoluments 


which are acceſſible to other ſubjeas, with- 
out 
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out any regard to their religious opinions or 
practices. | 


III. Deſiring nothing for ourſelves but the 
ſame equal and liberal treatment, to which we 
think all other perſons, in a ſimilar ſituation, 
are equally intitled, it is our earneſt wiſh that 
an equal participation in all civil privileges 
may be obtained for diſſenters of every de- 
ſcription, to whom nothing can be objected 
beſides their religious opinions, or practices, 
and who can give that ſecurity for their civil 
allegiance, which the ſtate ought to require. 


IV. That the proteſtant diſſenters of this 
country, have always had reaſon to complain 
of unjuſt treatment, in being diſqualified to 
hold offices of civil truſt or power, though 
their behaviour has ever been peaceable, and 
loyal, and though they can even boaſt pe- 
culiar merit, as friends to the preſent go- 
vernment. 


V. That it becomes diſſenters, as men feel- 
ing their own diſgraceful ſituation, and the. 
opprobrium which that reflects upon their 
country, to adopt every conſtitutional me- 
thod, of procuring the redreſs of their griev- 
ances, and thus retrieve the honour of the 
nation, 


VI. As 
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VI. As one principal ground of our abhor- 
rence of the teſt laws, is the proſtitution of 
religion to intereſted and ſecular views, and 
as theſe laws therefore ought to be equally 
abhorred by every friend of pure religion; 
we invite every conſcientious ſellow- ſubject of 
the eſtabliſhed church to concur with us, aſſur- 
ing them that in this proceeding we ſympa- 
thize with them, and we wiſh them to ſympa- 
thize with us, and each contribute to do away 
this reproach and profanation of our common 
relizion. But if it ſhould be deemed more 
honourable to themſelves to a& apart from 
us, we invite them as a ſeparate body to come 
forward, and in ſome decided manner bear 
their teſtimony to a cauſe, which does equal 
honour to both. 


VII. As the teſt act is equally injurious to 
the Scottiſh nation, and as they are equally 
intereſted in its repeal, they are invited to co- 
operate with us in application to the legiſlature 
for the recovery of our common rights. 


VIII. That with the ſame decided tone, 
with which we affert our rights as men and 
chriſtians, and proteſt againſt all interference 
of the magiſtrate in the proper cauſe of reli- 
gion, we repel with ſcorn, the imputation of 
all meaner and baſer views. We have 

| no 
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no latent ambition under the maſk of religion. 
We are as ſuperior to hypocriſy as we are to 
ſear. We afpire not to one emolument or 
honour of the church. In our civil capacity 
we vow as pure a loyalty, as generous and ar- 
dent an affection, as liberal exertions, and as 
well informed, and well principled an attach- 
ment to the conſtitution of our country, as its 
moſt favcured and honoured ſubject can pre- 
tend to.—Our reverence of Britain, her go- 
vernment and laws is only in ſubordination to 
our reverence of God and of human nature. 


IX. That though the particular grievance 
of the corporation and teſt acts, has been 
the means of convening us, as part of the 
body of diſſenters; we think it our duty to 
uſe our utmoſt endeavours to procure the re- 
peal of all penal ſtatutes in matters of religion, 
as this is clearly comprehended within our juſt 
rights, and are perſuaded that in this we me- 
ditate nothing new, as religious liberty ever 
will and muſt be defective, while one ſuch pe- 
nal law is ſuffered to exilt. 


X. That in contending for ovr civil rights, 
we mean nothing hoſtile to the religious prin- 
ciples of the church of England, or to any 
religious prineiples whatever, holding it as a 
maxim, that nothing of this nature is within 


the province of the civil magiſtrate ; we there- 
fore 
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fore will not be conſidered as reſponſible for 
whatever any individual, belonging to any 
part of the body of diſſenters may publiſh for 
or againſt any religious tenets; we conſider it 
as every man's right to do whatever under the 
influence of a love of truth he may think pro- 
per in that reſpet: but publications, not 
expreſſly authorized by any body of men, 
ſhould not be imputed to that body. 


XI. That a permanent mode of collecting 
the ſenſe and uniting the efforts of the whole 
body of diſſenters of every denomination ſo 
that they may have their repreſentatives to 
meet in London or elfe-where, and make 
proper application to the legiſlature as circum- 
ſtances may require, appears to be a meaſure 
well calculated to promote the deſirable end 
above-mentioned, 


XII. That a number of delegates ſhall be 
nominated to repreſent the diſſenters within 
this diſtrit in the national meeting now in 
contemplation, whoſe delegation ſhall conti- 
nue untill a future diſtrict meeting ſhall pro- 
ceed to a re-eledtion. 


XIII. That a committee of the diſtrict be 
now appointed, and alſo a ſecretary to whom 
all letters, intended for the diſtrit committee 
are to be addreſſed, through whom the correſ- 
pondence of that committee ſhall be conduct- 


ed, 
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ed, and who ſhall be impowered to ſummon 
the committee at any time, of which he 
ſhall alſo be chairman. 


XIV. That the nomination of the dele- 
gates, and accommodating both the number 
and appointment of them to the ſeveral coun- 
ties within this diſtrict be left to the commit- 
tee of the ſeparate aſſociations, in concurrence 
with the committee of the diſtrict. 

Thac the committee be deſired to embrace 
the earlieſt opportunity of correſponding with 
other bodies of diſſenters, who have not yet 
ſignified their concurrence in the appointment 
of a national meeting, and ule every wiſe 
meaſure to induce all to concur therein. 


XV. That this committee be impowered to 
fill up any vacancies that may happen in the 
delegation of the national meeting. 


XVI. That the committee be deſired to en- 
ter immediately on a correſpondence with 
other eſtabliſhed committees of diſſenters, and 
particularly with the committee of delegates in 
London, with reſpe& to the time in which it 
may be moſt expedient that the national meet- 
ing ſhall be held, and that they have efpecial- 
ly in view the appointing a time which ſhall 
coincide with the motion in Parliament in 
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their favor, ſo as to act with the moſt efficien- 
cy, and that the reſidence of the deputies may 
not be unneceſſarily prolonged. 


XVII. That the committee be directed to 
invite the attention of the diſſenters, in Wales 


to the cauſe in which we are engaged, and to 


conſider of ſome eaſy and practical means 


whereby they may be enabled to co-operate 
with us. 


XVIII. That a fund ſhall be eſtabliſhed 
from the voluntary contributions of the con- 
gregations within this diſtrict, for defraying 
the expence of their attending the national 
meeting, and for other public uſes; and that 
the deputies preſent may be deſired to ſolicit 


their reſpective congregations for ſuch propor- 


tions of it as they ſhall deem expedient, and 
remit the ſame, be it more or leſs, to the trea- 
ſurer who may now be choſen for this diſtri. 


XIX. That Wit Russzl, Eſq: of Bir- 


mingham, be appointed treaſurer, and alſo ſe- 
cretary of the diſtrict. 


XX. It is recommended to the different 
bodies of the diſſenters in the kingdom, and 
eſpecially to their chairmen, that they be par- 
ticularly attentive to the communication of 


their reſpective proceedings, and of every 


wing —— to the common cauſe. | 
— T hat 
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XXI. That it be recommended to the Rev. 
George Walker to draw up a ſtatement of the 
proſecution now impending at Nottingham 
againſt the mayor and the two ſheriffs on the 


ground of the teſt act, and that this ſtatement 
be circulated through the kingdom. 


XXII. That a liſt be collected and printed 
of the various bodies of Diflenters who have 
already taken a decided part in the common 
cauſe, together with the names of their chair- 
men. 


XXIII. That the thanks of this meeting be 
tranſmitted, by the chairman, to all thoſe 
members of the houſe of commons, who in 
the laſt ſeſſions of parliament, voted for the 
repeal of the corporation and teſt acts; ta 
Henry Beaufoy, Eſq. who introduced the mo- 
tion, and to the other gentlemen who exerted 
themſelves in pleading for it ;—among theſe 
we wiſh that particular attention be given 
to the Right Hon. Charles James Fox, on ac- 
count of his ſingularly generous conduct, in 
taking the part of men, who on a late occaſion 
were conſidered as hoſtile to his political mea- 
ſures, and of his poſtponing every perſonal 
conſideration, to the higher claims of truth 
and right: in which we adopt not any party 
views, but referving our right to judge of any 
conſtitutional queſtion, and to act accordingly, 
we 
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we declare ourſelves unconnected with any 
it | | Party i in the ſtate. 
1 N 


XXIV. That it "9 nnd to the 
10 committees of the different aſſociated bodies 
it of diſſenters to'apply to every member of the 
I houſe of commons, and to every peer of the 
1 realm within the extent of their aſſociation, for 


their ſupport of the intended application to 
che Legiſlature. 


XXV. That the f pecial thanks of this meet- 


ing be given to Sir Egerton Leigh, baronet, 
[ to Thomas Arnold M. D. and other gentle- 
| 

| 

{ 


men of the eſtabliſhed religion, who with a 
| magnanimity that does honour to themſelves, 
| ö and may be a happy example to others, have 
f i given to this meeting the countenance of their 
1 preſence and concurrence. 


* | XXVI. That the thanks of this meeting be 
1 given to William Ruſſel, SIE: and the 
1 Rev. George Walker. 

4} . 
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XXVII. That Samuel Shore, Eſq; jun. be 
reſpectfully thanked by this meeting for his 
acceptance of the chair, and for his agreeable 
acquieſcence in the ſpirit of the meeting. 
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XXVIII. That the Proceedings of the meet- 

ing be publiſhed in every public paper within 

the diſtri, and alſo in ſuch of the London 
papers as the committee ſhall direct. | 


SAMUEL SHORE, Chairman. 
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